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Response to Restriction Requirement 



Dear Sir: 



In response to the Restriction Requirement mailed on May 7, 2003, Applicants elect to 
examine Group 1, claims 1-7, drawn to a roller switch. ~" 



' 'l his election is made with traverse rShe mventions have been held to be distinct as 
claiming a product and process for use the product. In order to show distinction, the burden 
is on the examiner to show that the process for using the product as claimed can be practiced 
with a materially different product or that the product as claimed can be used in a materially 
different process (emphasis added). 

For the present application, the product is considered to be the roller switch, and the 
process for using the product is the process of using the roller switch. Thus, the examiner 
must show that the process of using the roller switch as recited in claim 8, can be practiced 
with a materially different product, or that the product as recited in claims 1 -7, can be used in 
a material^different process. 

fTi isdield that in the instant case, the process of measuring the length of a finite strip 

j-pjiaterial ascclaimed can be practiced with different products than those set forth in the 

t^ropgsedgaimed invention, such as an electrical roller switch or a mechanical roller switch. 

^ Applicants object to this statement, and believe that this is incorrect. MPEP 806.05(h) 
o 

states thdra restriction can be made if the process for using the product as claimed can be 
practiced with a materially different product. Herein, it cannot. The process for using the 
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product as claimed recites a roller, a roller that moves vertically, a flag arm that pivots in 
response to the roller movement, a signal that is generated, a tube located near the roller, and 
the flag arm having a shaft that extends through the tube. All of these elements are also 
recited in claims 1-7. The recited steps cannot be practiced without these recited product 
elements. 

It is requested that this restriction be withdrawn and examination of all the claims 
continue. 

Additionally, clearly the burden of examining in additional arts is not an issue herein 
contributing to the need for the restriction as the Examiner has already made an examination 
of the art for all the claims and issued a rejection of all the claims. 

Applicants await a response to the Amendment filed on February 20, 2003, and again 
request that the restriction be withdrawn and prosecution of all the claims move forward. 
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